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OFFERORS

EVALUATOR EVALUATION CRITERIA EVALUATION Griffin & Coonel,
Associates Associates

_____________ The overall ability of the Offeror, as judged by the
evaluation committee, to successfully complete the
tasks and functions as outlined in Part 3, Scope of
Services. This judgment will be based upon factors
such as references, experience, availability of staff
and resources, and qualification and experience of
staff.

SUB TOTAL

The Offeror’s past performance in development and
execution of public relations/marketing campaigns.
Quality ot work and documented outcomes will be
considered.

SUB TOTAL

The Offeror’s relevant experience with public sector
clients and in public outreach and communications
in natural resources conservation.

SUB TOTAL

Public and Media Relations
P2012000023

Up to 300

Up to 300

Up to 200

SUB TOTAL TECHNICAL SCORE

Cost Proposal — The costs proposed by the
Contractor as described in Section 2.2 of this RFP to
perform the tasks listed in Part3, Scope of Services.
The evaluation of this section will occur after the
technical evaluation, based on a cost/price analysis.

SUB TOTAL

Up to 200

21951 2210
112.9
112.9
112.9

9

ii

SUB TOTAL COMPOSITE SC0RE~ Up to 3000

5% LOCAL BUSINESS PREFERENCE

5% SMALL BUSINESS PREFERENCE

338.7

2S29~ 2549

131.51 127.4

131.51 127.4

TOTAL COMPOSITE SCORE 2891 .~I 2803.6



Public and Media Relations
P2012000023

FINAL EVALUATION

Up to 300

EVALUATION CRITERIA OFFERORS
EVALUATOR E~~L~T~N Cooney

Watson

The overall ability of the Offeror, as judged by the
evaluation committee, to successfully complete the
tasks and functions as outlined in Part 3, Scope of
Services. This judgment will be based upon factors
such as references, experience, availability of staff
and resources, and qualification and experience of
staff.

SUB TOTAL

The Offeror’s past performance in development and
execution of public relations/marketing campaigns.
Quality of work and documented outcomes will be
considered.

SUB TOTAL

The Offeror’s relevant experience with public sector
clients and in public outreach and communications
in natural resources conservation.

SUB TOTAL

Up to 300

Up to 200

200

DM
KY
SS

SUB TOTAL TECHNICAL SCORE

Cost Proposal — The costs proposed by the
Contractor as described in Section 2.2 of this RFP to
perform the tasks listed in Part 3, Scope of Services. Up to 200
The evaluation of this section will occur after the
technical evaluation, based on a cost / price analysis.

SUB TOTAL

2130

SUB TOTAL COMPOSITE SCORE~ Up to 6000

5% LOCAL BUSINESS PREFERENCE

200 1*1
200 153
200 153

600 459

2550

127.5

127.5 _________
5% ADDITIONAL SMALL BUSINESS PREFERENCE I

2589

129.5

129.5

TOTAL COMPOSITE SCORE 2805 2848
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